





vast majority (85 percent) lived in households with more than one adult, and 43 percent lived in
households with at least one child.13 People of all levels of education have received EUC benefits.
The majority of recipients in 2012 had earned a high school diploma, and almost one-fifth held a 4-
year college degree.

Figure 2. Share of EUC Recipients by Demographic Characteristics, 2012
Age Younger than 25 25to 54 55 and over
19.8% 61.5% 18.7%
Race/ Hispanic
Ethnicity 18.6%
Education Less than HS High School Some College
19.1% 35.3% 19.4%
Household i i ’ ilé Single
Multi-person - No Child My’ ers. - Child No Child
Structure 0
47.0% 10.3%
Note: The share of beneficiaries by income group does not total to 100% beca¥gafbme CIgaespondents did not provide their household income.
Numbers may not sum to 100% because of rounding. White and black beneficia oups dot include those who also identify as Hispanic.
Source: JEC Democratic staff calculations based on data from the U.S. Cen: N rcgfPopulation Survey, Annual Social and Economic
Supplements, 2012.

Emergency unemployment insurangghe e economy

According to the non-partisan CongreNj#hal B#dget Office (CBO), extending emergency Ul benefits
offers the greatest “bang-for-the-buck” a g a range of policy options designed to boost economic
activity.1* Workers receiving Ul p ents spend their benefits quickly. This spending has a ripple
effect throughout the my, helping to foster economic growth: every dollar spent on Ul
benefits increases gro stic product by as much as $1.90.1> CBO recently estimated that
continuing EUC bengf 2014 would boost GDP by 0.2 percentage point and increase
s.16 Similarly, the Council of Economic Advisers estimated that not
its would cost the economy 240,000 jobs.1”
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Need fd idespread across states

The curren¥ ployment situation varies greatly across the United States. While some states
continue to experience low levels of unemployment (North Dakota, South Dakota and Nebraska),
unemployment remains high in others, including Nevada, Rhode Island, Michigan, Illinois and the
District of Columbia (DC). (See Table 1) Long-term unemployment rates also differ across states,
ranging from a low of 0.6 percent in North and South Dakota to a high of 4.1 percent in DC and
Rhode Island.’® Nevada and New Jersey have long-term unemployment rates of 3.9 percent. (See
Map)
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